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REMARKS 

In the Office Action, the Exammer rejected claims 1-1 1, li-Zb, 30-3«, and 43-60 under 
35 U^S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Black et al. (U.S. Patent No, 6,208,8735 "Black**) iu 
view of I^ve et al. (II.S. Patent No. 6,?-08,873, "Txive"). The Examiner objected to claims 12- 
14, 26-29, and 39-42 as being dependent upon a rejected base claim but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent forni including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claim. The Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections and thank the Examiner 
for the indications of allowability (upon proper amendment). 

Claims 1-5. 18-20> and 33 are not rendered obvious bv Black in view of Love 

Claims 1-5 are directed to a common powa* control signal embodied on a Carrie wave, 
claims 18-20 are directed to a ba5C station that produces such a power coutix;)l signal, and vlaiui 
33 is directed toward a subscriber unit that receives such a power control signal* With particular 
reference to claim 1, the power control signal includes: (1) a plurality of power control bits; and 
(2) a plurality of inhibit bits. The Applicants refer the Examiner to the Response filed October 
15, 2003 and to the Application as filed for further specificity regarding these claims. 

At page 3^ lines 10-11 of the Action, the Examiner cedes that Black et al. fails to 
specifically disclose an inhibit bit that corresponds to the reverse link common channel. To meet 
this shortcoming, the Examiner cites Love as disclosing "a power control information bit which 
is similar to and reads on inhibit bits" that meets the "inhibit bits" limitation of claim L 
Applicants disagree that the "power control information bit'* of Love are equivalent to the 
••inhibit bits" of claim 1. As $tated to Love: 

"Forward power control for thind generation CDMA systems, sucn as proposed 
for CDMAOno, UMTS, and ARIB syetems, typically use gain update infbmiation fed bade 
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on reverse links every 1.25 milliseconds or less and Is referred to as fast forward power 
control. Thia feedback infonmation can be punctured or eent on reverse link control 
channels. 

As used herein, the terni punctured refers to power control information bits 
replacing information bits in reverse fink traffic channel frames. The gain update 
infomnation Is typically determined at the mobile station by comparing a measured 
signaHo-interference ratio to a slgnal-to-lnterference threshold detennftlned by fonvard 
link quality. At the serving BTSs, ttie gain update infomiation is used to decide whether 
to increase or decrease fbnA^ard link gains resulting in a increase or decrease link 
fonvard link transmitted power." (Love at col. 1, lines 46-62) 

Thw, Love's definition of **power control infoimation bits" is generally equivalent to the 
^'power control bits** of claim 1, not the **inhibit bits" of claim 1. Claim 1 requires "g plurality of 
inliibitbits. each of the plmulity of inhibit bits corresponding to a reverse link comnwn channel 
of the plurality of reverse link common channels and indicating wftether a dedicated b urst mode 
has been scheduled for the reverse link common chmneV ' The ^'plurality of inhibit bits" of 
claifn 1 differs from the potsrer cnntml hits of Black and the "power control information bits" of 
Love. For this reason, among others, the combination of Black and Love fails to render claim 1 
obvious. 

Because independent claims 18 and 33 include the same/similar limitations as does claim 
I, claims 1 8 and 33 Black and Love fail to render these claims obvious. Further, because claims 
2-4 depend from claim 1 and because claims 19-20 depend from claim 18, Black and Love also 
fail to rrader these claims obvious* 
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Claims 6-14. 21-29, 34-42, and 49-57 arc not rendered obvious by Black in view of Love 

Claims 6-14 are directed to a common power control signal embodied on a carrier wave, 
claims 21-29 arc directed to a base station that produces such a power control signal, claims 34- 
42 are directed toward a subscriber unit that receives such a power control signal, and claims 49- 
57 are directed to a method for transmitting power control bits corresponding to sudhi a power 
control signal. Focusing on claim 6, the power control signal includes: (1) a first power 
cojitrol/iixhibit bit stream tliat corresponds to a first reverse link conmion chajimel; and (2) a 
second power control/inhibit bit stream that corresponds to a second reverse link common 
diannel, the second power control/inhibit bit stream offset in relation to the first power 
control/inhibit bit stream. 

As described with reference to claim 1 above> Black fails to disclose, suggest, or teach 
the generation and transmission of inhibit bits. Black also fails to disclose, teach, or suggest 
power control/inhibit bit streams as required by claim 6. As discussed above with reference to 
claim 1, et al.. Love fails to disclose the inhibit bits of the present invention. Thus, neither Black 
nor Love either singularly or in combination discloses, suggests* or teaches the first and second 
power cantrol/tnkibtt bit streams of claim 6 and claim 6 is uoL raulcrcd obvious by die 
combination of Black and Love» 

Because independent claims 21. 34« and 49 include same/similar limitations as does claim 
6, Black and Love fail to render these claims obvious. Thus, claims 21^ 34, and 49 are allowable 
over the dted references. Because claims 7-11 depend from claim 6» because claims 22-25 
depend fi:om claim 21, because claims 35-38 depend fix^m claim 34, and because claims 50-57 
depend claim 49, Black and Love also fiail to render these claims obvious. 
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Claims 15-17. 30-32> 43-48> and 58-60 are not rendered obvious bv Black in view of Love 

Claims 15-17 are directed to a common power controt and quick paging channel 
embodied on a forward link carrier wave of a Walsh channel in a code division multiple access 
wireless communication system, clainis 30-32 are directed to a base station that produces such a 
common power control and quick paging channel, claims 43-48 are directed toward a subscriber 
unit that receives such a common power control and quick paging channel, and clainnus 58-60 are 
directed to a method for transmitting the common power control and quick paging dianneL 

Focusing on claim 15, the power control signal, which is transmitted fiom a base station 
to a plurality of subscriber units, includes: (1) a common power (^ontrol signal and (2) a quick 
paging signal that sends pages to the phirality of subscriber uiiits, the quick paging signal 
mapped to a second portion of the Walsh channel 

Black de^dbes the gcxieiatioxi and Umju»u)ds$»iou uf powct cuulrol biLs. Black fsiUs iu 
disclofie, teach, or suggest a power control signal having a cgmmiin power control simal ond a 
quick paeins sienal . U)ve is also directed to forward link power QontroL Love does not discuss 
a quick paging signal combined with a common power control signal. Thus, Black and Love fail 
to disclose, suggests, or teaches the elements of claim 15 and claim 15 is not rendered obvious 
by the combination of Black and Love. 

Independent claims 30, 43, and 58 include the same/similar limitations as does claim 15- 
Thus, Black and Love fail to render claims 30, 43, and 58 obvious. Because claims 16-17 
depend from claim 15, because claims 31-32 depend from claim 30, because claims 44-48 
depend fiiuni claim 43, and beuause claims 57-60 depend from claim 58, Black and Love also fail 
to render these claims obvious. 
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CONCLUSIONS 



Pending claims 1-60 are allowable. A Notice of Allowance is courteously solicited 
Please direct any questions to the xmdersigned attorney. Applicants' attorney x^qucsib i\mi the 
Examiner phone him tn discn;%5; this response. 



Respectfiolly submitted, 



Date: November 7, 2005 By: /Bruce E. Oailidk 

Bruce E, Garlick, Reg. 36,520 

Garlicky Harrison & Markison, lAjt 
RO. Box 160727 
Austin, Texas 78716-0727 
(512) 264-8816 Voice 
(512) 264-3735 FAX ' 
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